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together with any related opinion or
statement of the court involved.

(d) Reinstatement. (1) Unless
otherwise ordered by the Director, an
application for reinstatement for good
cause may be made in writing by a
person suspended or disbarred under
paragraph (a)(1) of this section at any
time more than three years after the
effective date of the suspension or
disbarment and, thereafter, at any time
more than one year after the person’s
most recent application for
reinstatement. An applicant for
reinstatement under this paragraph
(d)(1) may, in the Director’s sole
discretion, be afforded a hearing.

(2) An application for reinstatement
for good cause by any person suspended
or disbarred under paragraph (b)(1) of
this section may be filed at any time, but
not less than 1 year after the applicant’s
most recent application. An applicant
for reinstatement for good cause under
this paragraph (d)(2) may, in the
Director’s sole discretion, be afforded a
hearing. However, if all the grounds for
suspension or disbarment under
paragraph (b)(1) of this section have
been removed by a reversal of the order
of suspension or disbarment or by
termination of the underlying
suspension or disbarment, any person
suspended or disbarred under paragraph
(b)(1) of this section may apply
immediately for reinstatement and shall
be reinstated by OFHEO upon written
application notifying OFHEO that the
grounds have been removed.

(e) Conferences. (1) General. Counsel
for OFHEO may confer with a proposed
respondent concerning allegations of
misconduct or other grounds for
censure, disbarment or suspension,
regardless of whether a proceeding for
censure, disbarment or suspension has
been commenced. If a conference results
in a stipulation in connection with a
proceeding in which the individual is
the respondent, the stipulation may be
entered in the record at the request of
either party to the proceeding.

(2) Resignation or voluntary
suspension. In order to avoid the
institution of or a decision in a
disbarment or suspension proceeding, a
person who practices before OFHEO
may consent to censure, suspension or
disbarment from practice. At the
discretion of the Director, the individual
may be censured, suspended or
disbarred in accordance with the
consent offered.

(f) Hearings under this section.
Hearings conducted under this section
shall be conducted in substantially the
same manner as other hearings under
this part, provided that in proceedings
to terminate an existing OFHEO

suspension or disbarment order, the
person seeking the termination of the
order shall bear the burden of going
forward with an application and with
proof and that the Director may, in the
Director’s sole discretion, direct that any
proceeding to terminate an existing
suspension or disbarment by OFHEO be
limited to written submissions. All
hearings held under this section shall be
closed to the public unless the Director,
on the Director’s own motion or upon
the request of a party, otherwise directs.

Dated: December 21, 1999.
Armando Falcon, Jr.,
Director, Office of Federal Housing Enterprise
Oversight.
[FR Doc. 99–33461 Filed 12–27–99; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to all British Aerospace
Model BAe 146 series airplanes and
certain British Aerospace Model Avro
146–RJ series airplanes, that requires
repetitive eddy current inspections to
detect fatigue cracking along the face of
the retraction attachment boss in the
nose landing gear sidewall; and
corrective action, if necessary. This
amendment is prompted by issuance of
mandatory continuing airworthiness
information by a foreign civil aviation
authority. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to detect and correct
fatigue cracking along the face of the
retraction attachment boss in the nose
landing gear sidewall, which could
result in premature extension of the
nose landing gear or depressurization of
the airplane.
DATES: Effective February 1, 2000.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of February 1,
2000.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained

from British Aerospace Regional
Aircraft American Support, 13850
Mclearen Road, Herndon, Virginia
20171. This information may be
examined at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, Rules Docket,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–2110;
fax (425) 227–1149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to all British
Aerospace Model BAe 146 series
airplanes and certain British Aerospace
Model Avro 146–RJ series airplanes was
published in the Federal Register on
June 28, 1999 (64 FR 34586). That action
proposed to require repetitive eddy
current inspections to detect fatigue
cracking along the face of the retraction
attachment boss in the nose landing gear
sidewall; and corrective action, if
necessary.

Comments
Interested persons have been afforded

an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Request To Change the Statement of
Unsafe Condition

One commenter states that the
description of the unsafe condition, as
stated in the notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM), is incorrect. The
commenter requests that, instead of
stating ‘‘such fatigue cracking, if not
corrected, could result in failure of the
nose landing gear during take-off and
landing,’’ the consequence of such
fatigue cracking should be stated as
‘‘premature extension of the nose
landing gear and/or * * * a
depressurization of the aircraft.’’

The FAA concurs with the
commenter’s request. Therefore, the
statement of unsafe condition has been
revised in the summary and the body of
the final rule to correctly state the
unsafe condition.

Request To Allow Contact of
Manufacturer if Cracks Are Found

One commenter requests that the final
rule be revised to state, ‘‘If cracks are
found, before further flight[,] either[;]
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contact BAe Customer Support for
further advice or repair in accordance
with a method approved by the FAA.’’
The commenter states that the proposed
requirement for repair prior to further
flight in accordance with a method
approved by the FAA or Civil Aviation
Authority (CAA), is too restrictive and
could force operators to ground
airplanes with cracks along the face of
the retraction attachment boss in the
nose landing gear sidewall, regardless of
crack length. The commenter states that
it has demonstrated by test that ultimate
loads can be sustained if a crack has
extended to the edge of the retraction
attachment boss.

The FAA does not concur with the
commenter’s request. To require
operators to contact the manufacturer
for repair instructions, as suggested by
the commenter, would be delegating the
FAA’s rulemaking authority to the
manufacturer. In addition, because
specific repair instructions were not
included in the referenced service
bulletin and have not been provided to
the FAA by the manufacturer, the FAA
cannot include specific repair
instructions in the final rule. Also,
although the manufacturer has advised
that it plans to revise the service
bulletin to include repair instructions,
the FAA does not consider it
appropriate to delay issuance of the
final rule while awaiting the revised
service bulletin.

However, the FAA recognizes that the
requirement to repair any crack prior to
further flight, regardless of the length of
the crack, could be, in this case,
unnecessarily restrictive. As stated by
the commenter, tests have shown that
cracked structure within defined limits
can sustain limit loads without failure.
Thus, the FAA finds that a stringent
repetitive inspection program,
acceptable to the FAA or CAA, may
provide an acceptable level of safety
that would allow for deferment of a
permanent repair for a certain period of
time. Because the manufacturer has not
provided the FAA with such a repetitive
inspection program nor criteria to allow
a temporary deferral of permanent
repair, such instructions cannot be
included in the final rule. However, to
allow for the possibility of a temporary
deferral of repair, paragraph (b) of this
final rule has been revised to require, if
any crack is detected, repair or
reinspection prior to further flight in
accordance with a method approved by
the FAA or CAA.

Conclusion
After careful review of the available

data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air

safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the changes
previously described. The FAA has
determined that these changes will
neither increase the economic burden
on any operator nor increase the scope
of the AD.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 44 airplanes
of U.S. registry will be affected by this
required AD, that it will take
approximately 1 work hour per airplane
to accomplish the required inspection,
and that the average labor rate is $60 per
work hour. Based on these figures, the
cost impact of the required AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $2,640, or
$60 per airplane, per inspection cycle.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) is not a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
99–25–11 British Aerospace Regional

Aircraft (Formerly British Aerospace
Regional Aircraft Limited, Avro
International Aerospace Division; British
Aerospace, PLC; British Aerospace
Commercial Aircraft Limited):
Amendment 39–11454. Docket 98–NM–
331–AD.

Applicability: Model BAe 146 and Avro
146–RJ series airplanes, as listed in British
Aerospace Service Bulletin SB.53–152, dated
October 8, 1998, certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To detect and correct fatigue cracking
along the face of the retraction attachment
boss in the nose landing gear sidewall, which
could result in premature extension of the
nose landing gear or result in
depressurization of the airplane, accomplish
the following:

Repetitive Inspections
(a) Prior to the accumulation of 8,000 total

flight cycles, or within 200 flight cycles after
the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later, perform an eddy current
inspection to detect cracking along the face
of the retraction attachment boss in the nose
landing gear sidewall, in accordance with
British Aerospace Service Bulletin SB.53–
152, dated October 8, 1998. Thereafter, repeat
the eddy current inspection at intervals not
to exceed 2,600 flight cycles.

Repair

(b) If any crack is detected, prior to further
flight, repair or reinspect in accordance with
a method approved by either the Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate; or the Civil
Aviation Authority (or its delegated agent).
For a repair method to be approved by the
Manager, International Branch, ANM–116, as
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required by this paragraph, the Manager’s
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM–116.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM–116.

Special Flight Permits

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Incorporation by Reference

(e) The inspections shall be done in
accordance with British Aerospace Service
Bulletin SB.53–152, dated October 8, 1998.
This incorporation by reference was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be obtained
from British Aerospace Regional Aircraft
American Support, 13850 Mclearen Road,
Herndon, Virginia 20171. Copies may be
inspected at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in British airworthiness directive 015–10–98.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
February 1, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
December 1, 1999.

D.L. Riggin,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99–31676 Filed 12–27–99; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
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Airworthiness Directives; The New
Piper Aircraft, Inc. J–2 Series Airplanes
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Struts
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ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain The New Piper
Aircraft, Inc. (Piper) J–2 series airplanes
equipped with wing lift struts. This AD
requires repetitively inspecting the wing
lift struts for dents and corrosion and
the wing lift strut forks for cracks;
replacing any strut found with corrosion
or dents, or forks with cracks; and
repetitively replacing the wing lift strut
forks. This AD also requires
incorporating a ‘‘NO STEP’’ placard on
the lift strut. This AD is the result of the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
inadvertently omitting the J–2 series
airplanes from the applicability of AD
99–01–05. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to prevent in-flight
separation of the wing from the airplane
caused by wing lift struts with dents or
corrosion or wing lift forks with cracks,
which could result in loss of control of
the airplane.
DATES: Effective February 14, 2000.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of February
14, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Service information that
applies to this AD may be obtained from
The New Piper Aircraft, Inc., Customer
Services, 2926 Piper Drive, Vero Beach,
Florida 32960. Copies of the
instructions to the F. Atlee Dodge
supplemental type certificate (STC) may
be obtained from F. Atlee Dodge,
Aircraft Services, Inc., P.O. Box 190409,
Anchorage, Alaska 99519–0409. Copies
of the instructions to the Jensen Aircraft
STC’s may be obtained from Jensen
Aircraft, Inc., 9225 County Road 140,
Salida, Colorado 81201. This
information may also be examined at
the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Central Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 99–CE–13–AD, 901 Locust,
Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106;

or at the Office of the Federal Register,
800 North Capitol Street, NW, suite 700,
Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
William O. Herderich, Aerospace
Engineer, FAA, Atlanta Aircraft
Certification Office, One Crown Center,
1895 Phoenix Boulevard, suite 450,
Atlanta, Georgia 30349; telephone: (770)
703–6084; facsimile: (770) 703–6097.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Events Leading to the Issuance of This
AD

A proposal to amend part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) to include an AD that would
apply to certain Piper J–2 series
airplanes of the same type design that
are equipped with wing lift struts was
published in the Federal Register as a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
on July 12, 1999 (64 FR 37465). The
NPRM proposed to require repetitively
inspecting the wing lift struts for dents
and corrosion and the wing lift strut
forks for cracks; replacing any strut
found with corrosion or dents, or forks
with cracks; and repetitively replacing
the wing lift strut forks. The NPRM also
proposed to require installing a placard
on the lift strut, and would provide the
option of installing certain wing lift
strut and wing lift strut fork assemblies,
as terminating action for repetitive
inspection and replacement
requirements. Accomplishment of the
proposed action as specified in the
NPRM would be required in accordance
with Piper Service bulletin No. 528D,
dated October 19,1990.

The NPRM was the result of the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
inadvertently omitting the J–2 series
airplanes from the applicability of AD
99–01–05.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. No
comments were received on the
proposed rule or the FAA’s
determination of the cost to the public.

The FAA’s Determination

After careful review of all available
information related to the subject
presented above, the FAA has
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. The FAA has
determined that these minor corrections
will not change the meaning of the AD
and will not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed.
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